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General Purpose 
CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 
This study seeks to explore the special factors involved 
I 
\I in the adoption of olderl children. It will seek answers 
I ,~ to these questions: 
!I 
'\ 1) How does the individual personality of the older 
1
j child affect the adoption process? 
:,1
1 
2) What considerations are necessary in 11atching 
the older child with the most suitable parents? 
II 3) How can the older child be helped to become ready 
!i for adoption? 
Scope 
This study will focus on the adoption placements of 
eight children who had passed th~ir fifth birthday at the 
time of placement. This was the total number of children 
in this age category placed in adoptive homesby the regu-
larly assigned adoptions worker in the Child Placing Unit 
of the Rhode Island Child Welfare Services during the 
period, June 1, 1952 to June 1, 1953. 
Methods 
Experience with an adoption placement of an older child 
stimulated the selection of the area of study. The writer 
read the available literature on the subject. He then read 
1 In this thesis, children who have passed their fifth 
birthday are considered "older" children._ 
1 
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many case records of children placed in adoption by the 
Rhode Island Child Welfare Services. From this reading 
the writer developed several schedules which provided a 
conceptual schema, a format with which adoption placement 
processes could be analyzed. The material seemed to fall 
into four categories: role of natural parents; role of 
children; role of adoptive parents; and role of agency. 
The writer then developed schedules for each category 
which were to serve as a yardstick for qualitative analy-
sis in each adoption placement. (See Appendix, pages 
75 - 79.) 
The writer then elected to study the most recent place-
ments made by the regularly assigned adoptions worker at 
Rhode Island Child Welfare Services. This choice limited 
itself to the eight cases previously described, i.e., the 
children who had passed their fifth birthday at the time 
of placement in adoptive homes between June 1, 1952 and 
June 1, 1953. 
Sources of Data 
In these case studies, all of the data were provided 
by the individual case records for each child. The 
writer was in frequent consultation with the adoptions 
worker who had casework responsibility for these placements. 
Limitation 
The relative success of the placements studied cannot be 
2 
evaluated because of the short time which elapsed between 
the actual placement and the last contact with each child 
in his adoptive family. 
No quantitative conclusions can be deduced from such 
a limited study. 
Value 
Because of the increasing interest in the field of 
adoptions of maturing children, it is felt that an analy-
sis of present practice in an agency placing many older 
children may prove helpful. 
3 
CHAPTER II 
RHODE ISLAND CHILD WELFARE SERVICES 
The Rhode Island Child Welfare Services is the legis-
latively constituted agency for carrying out the public 
child welfare program in Rhode Island. The agency is 
responsible for the coordination of public and private ser-
vices to children most effectively to meet the total needs 
of all children. This coordination involves setting and 
maintaining standards of child care. The agency has the 
responsibility for licensing all child care units includ-
ing over thirty different institutions, day nurseries, 
and child caring agencies in addition to about six hundred 
boarding homes. A special services unit investigates and 
reports on all adoption petitions and child marriage 
applications filed in the Juvenile Court as provided by 
law. In nine rural towns lacking other children's services, 
the state agency provides protective and preventive service 
to children in their own homes in an effort to decrease 
the rate of delinquency and dependency of children. The 
agency also offers consultation on any problems of chil-
dren. 
The Rhode Island Child Welfare Services is also respon-
sible for a direct care program. This program is dicho-
tomized into the Rhode Island Children's Center and the 
The Children's Center is used primarily 
4 
as a group setting wherein the individual child may be 
studied in order that the best possible plan may be evolved 
for himl. 
The Ohildreh's Center is a direct derivative of Rhode 
Island's first step in a specialized program for children, 
the establishment of the State Home and School in 1884. 
The original purpose of this institution was to provide 
care for dependent and neglected children on a long-term 
basis. The development of the child placing program brought 
about a change in the focus of institutionalcare so that the 
Children's Center is now geared to temporary care with in-
tensive study and treatment service, enabling newly commit-
ted children to gain some security and understanding of 
their situation within a group setting. 
The C~ildren's Center is located at 610 Mount Pleasant 
Avenue on the western boundary of Providence. It is on 
high ground and is provided with many acres of land which 
was orlgin.all"Y" farmed by the State in connection with the 
institution. The Center is of a cottage type which provides 
for housing in five separate buildings, one of which is 
duplex and therefore managed as two units. Pre-school 
children, boys over twelve, girls over twelve, and girls 
1 Rhode Island Child Welfare Services Annual 
Report, Year Ending June 30, 1952. 
5 
six to twelve are housed separately while boys six to twelve 
are divided in the duplex cottage described. The Center is 
provided with clinic facilities for the treatment of minor 
illnesses. The administrative offices, main kitchen, 
laundry, power plant, and some staff housing are provided 
for in a large unit of joined buildings. The Center is 
provided with a school house of two rooms which accommodate 
those children who are in transition and those who would 
find great difficulty in adjusting to the public school 
program to which most of the Center's children belong. 
Medical, dental, and ophthalmological services are 
provided by visiting specialists and a resident trained 
nurse. The Center is provided with a special team from 
the State Mental Hygiene Services, including psychiatric 
services by three part-time consultants; a psychiatric 
social worker; a full-time psychometrist; and a part-time 
psychologist. Religious services and instruction are pro-
vided for children of all faiths. Planned recreation 
includes creative craft work, competition in athletics, 
hobby groups, sewing and cooking classes, woodworking in-
struction, and Boy and Girl Scout troops. Regular trips 
are made to community swimming pools. 
Social casework is provided each child by individual 
assigrunents. The social worker is responsible for coordinat-
ing the various aspects of the child's everyday experience. 
6 
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It is the social worker who seeks to integrate the child's 
present conception of his situation with the reality fac-
tors in his background so that he can be helped to use 
the resources of the Children's Center to his best advan-
tage. 
Replacement of the antiquated buildings at the Center 
has already begun. A new and modern cottage has been 
recently opened and a new activities building is under 
construction at the present time. The Children's Center 
will become better able to offer a child the opportunity 
to live with a group of his contemporaries without having 
a special focus on his particular problems. His develop-
ment comes about as a part of a group from which he can 
gain considerable strength and security at the same time 
that he is being studied and carefully planned for as an 
individual. Regular staff consultations, focused upon 
individuals, are held in order that each of the special 
aspects of the child's life may be described and considered 
in formulating the best overall planning for him. 
The Child Placing Unit provides foster home care for 
the child who requires long term substitute care away 
from his family and needs the strengths and security of a 
home and family relationships. At its beginning, the 
State Home and School operated a foster home department, 
placing and supervising children in foster homes. In 1913, 
7 
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a new placing-out department was instituted at the State 
House which operated independently of the State Home and 
School. In 1918, the two departments were combined again. 
Creation of the Children's Bureau in 1922 and subsequent 
changes in its authority in 1926, 1935, and 1940 led to 
the establishment of the Children's Division under the 
Director of Social Welfare in 1942. At the present time 
the Child Placing Unit and the Children's Center operate 
with integrated services under the supervision of Rhode 
Island Child Welfare Services, so named in 1951. 
The Child Placing Unit provides intake service in 
preparation for the acceptance of the child for foster care. 
This involves pre-commitment consultation with the Juvenile 
Court and the committing agency. Emphasis is always 
placed upon the preservation of families if this may be 
accomplished through any available resources. The maximum 
degree of continued cooperation and participation by the 
family is encouraged when separation is necessary. 
The entire placement program is dependent upon its 
own homefinding service. This unit is continuously busy 
recruiting applications, evaluating them, and selecting 
new foster homes and adoptive homes. The Placing Unit 
:i uses the health services of the Center and all available 
:!I resources in the community, private physicians being called 
ii 
i! upon for emergency care and special medical problems. 
II 
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One supervisor in the Placing Unit carries responsi-
bility for the training program designed for over-all staff 
development and the training of orientees. Present staff 
is regularly encouraged to seek further training and the 
agency provides supervision to several students who attend 
schools of social work in Boston. 
The Child Placing Unit is presently expanding its 
adoption unit where new emphasis has been placed during the 
past two years because of a new awareness that adoption 
offers maximum security to the child who is permanently 
i 
II 
:I 
" deprived of the protection and security of his own family. 
li 
;\ A very special effort to accomplish successful adoption 
,j 
il placements has been directed toward several children in 
il il the five to ten age group. The scarcity of applications 
II 
to adopt older children, combined with the knowledge that 
the adjustment to adoptive homes of older children is more 
difficult, make this area of casework a most challenging 
one. 
9 
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CHAPTER III 
BACKGROUND OF ADOPTION PRACTICES 
History of Adoption 
Adoption is the method provided by law of assuring 
to children who for some reason cannot be cared for 
by their natural parents, the security of a home in 
which they may be brought up under the same mutual 
rights and obligations as those existing between 
children and their natural parents. Adoption es-
tablishes the legal relationship of parent and child 
between persons who are not so related.l 
Almost as long as man has walked the earth, children 
have been provided hones away from their natural families, 
homes in which they have been given all of the preroga-
tives of natural children. Systems for handling such 
placements in permanent homes have been determined by the 
culture in which the children live. In some cultures all 
children have been so "adopted" by substitute parents so 
that no particular cultural stress has been involved in 
regard to this transposition. In all cultures it has been 
common for the next of kin of parents of children who are 
separated to assume the parental responsibilities and ob-
ligations of the natural parents. Such practices continue 
to be common in today's world. For centuries, the social 
pressure for such action has resulted in some legal pro-
1 Essentials of Adoption Laws and Procedure, 
Federal Security Agency, Children's Bureau, 1949, p.J. 
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visions for those involved. 
The adoption of children within a kinship group continues 
to fill an important part of the volume of legal adoptions 
at tl1e present time, but this thesis is particularly con-
cerned with adoptions that involve the placing of older 
children in families where no prior relationship whatso-
ever with the natural family exists. Motives for the 
adoption of unrelated children are quite different from 
those involving blood ties. 
The two chief reasons for adoption in antiquity were 
the extension of power and the provision for continuance 
of the rites of the family cult. In Roman law, adoption 
was practiced only to save a family line from extinction.2 
The family emphasis rather than the child emphasis consider-
ed the individual to be existing for the group rather than 
the group for the individual. 
Individual foster care in families was the original 
idea of the Christian church, so that infants deposited 
at the doors of churches were taken in by church authorities 
with a view to their adoption by families.3 St. Vincent 
de Paul placed large numbers of orphan and homeless chil-
2 L.M. and E.C. Brooks, Adventuring in Adoption 
(Univ. of No. Carolina Press, 1939) PP• 95, 96. 
3 Ibid. 
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dren left destitute by the Franco-Austrian war with the 
Sisters of Charity, thus beginning the modern period of 
child welfare work.4 After the Napoleonic decree of 1811, 
a French revival of individual home care of orphans oc-
curred. Germany has for many years placed dependent 
children in families. In both England and America the 
system of indenture was important as a means of caring for 
dependent children and was a step toward adoption. 
By 1731, there were almshouses in Boston and in 
Philadelphia which cared for children in company with adult 
paupers and the mentally ill. This system was an economi-
cal way of gathering together stray humans and stranded 
children. In keeping with the philosophy of the time, 
J.V.N. Yates, studying the welfare of children, found that 
"almshouses were good for the health, morals, and education 
of children".5 In 1727, the founding of the Ursuline Con-
vent in New Orleans marked the beginning of a slow develop-
ment toward a vast network of orphan asylums which consti-
tuted the chief set-up for the care of dependent children. 
In 1790, the commissioner of the Charleston Orphan Horne 
boarded children in private homes, the first instance of 
boarding care in America. Charles L. Brace, as head of 
4 Ibid. 
5 Justine w. Polier, Everfone's Children Nobody's 
Child, (Scribner's, New York, 1941 p.9. · 
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the first Children's Aid Society in New York, began an 
experiment in 1854 which withdrew homeless children from 
the streets and sent them in large numbers to Western 
states to be placed in "suitable" homes.6 This opportunity 
for the children to start life anew was fraught with dan-
gers due to lack of understanding of the needs of children 
coupled with a lack of awareness of the motives of the 
·foster parents, who often anticipated profit from adding 
these children to their households.? 
The close of the 19th century saw the challenging con-
cept of foster home care bring about a diminution in the 
building of new orphan asylums.8 The "institutionalism" 
of the 19th century involved closed walls, segregation 
from the community, separate schools, and a stern regu-
lated existence which denied individualism of any sort. 
Orphan asylums continued to indenture and to place children 
for "adoption" as means of disposing of older wards. The 
need for the investigation of the homes used or preparation 
of the children for placement was not usually recognized.9 
By 1903, Children's Home Societies had been organized 
6 Ibid. p.23. 
7 Ibid. p.24 
8 Ibid. pp.l4, 15. 
9 Ibid. p.23. 
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in twenty-five states. Their effort was to seek children 
in need, to befriend them, to find homes for thm, and to 
place them wisely in free foster homes and so make it 
possible for persons to adopt a child.10 As placement in 
family homes increased, there was a counter force on the 
part of institutions to delay their own abolishment. 
President Theodore Roosevelt's White House Conference 
of 1909 brought about the creation of the Children's Bureau. 
In 1919, a second vVhite House Conference formulated minimum 
standards for the protection of children in need of special 
care. In 1930, the White House Conference emphasized the 
importance of keeping families together when possible. 
This conference reiterated the need for scientific place-
ment in foster homes, especially when adoption is a likely 
outcome. The latest conference, the Mid-Century White House 
Conference on Children and Youth held in Washington in 
1950, called attention to every child's need for respect, 
for loving care from confident parents, for a secure and 
satisfying home, for a wholesome con~unity, and for equal 
opportunity for growth and development.ll 
In order that all children be enabled to receive these 
advantages, the Conference made the following recommends-
10 Ibid. p.25. 
:I 
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-, 11 Proceedings of the Mid-Century White House 
Conference {Washington 1950). 
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tion applying to children placed for adoption: 
It is recommended that a continuous program of educa-
tion regarding the role of social service in adoption 
be carried on for the general public and for the 
professions involved, to the end that effective safe-
guards be achieved for the protection of the adopted 
child, his natural parents, and his adoptive parents; 
that existing legislation be strengthened and, if 
need be, new legislation enacted to assure such pro-
tection; and that qualified adoption agencies, local 
and state-wide, voluntary and public, be strengthened 
and developed to further assure such protection.l2 
Philosophy of Adoption Legislation 
Plans for the protection of children placed in adop-
tion were developed in many earlier cultures. The system 
of jurisprudence in America, however, is based upon the 
Common Law of England which makes no specific mention of 
adoption per se. As a consequence, adoption practices in 
this country are dependent for legal sanction upon the 
statutory authority in each jurisdiction. 
What is generally considered the first adoption law 
in the United States was passed in Massachusetts in 1851. 
This law provided for: 
A petition to the probate judge; written consent of 
the child's parents, if married; decree by the judge 
if he was "satisfied" that the adoption was "fit and 
proper".l3 
12 Ibid. 
13 Acts and Resolves of 1851, Ch.324 (Massachusetts 
Legislature). 
15 
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This law is essentially unchanged at the present 
time, supporting and safeguarding the ties of blood rela-
tionship by requiring written consent of those most closely 
related. The law also recognizes the rights and duties 
of adoptive parents as superseding those of natural parents, 
after the decree is made, implying that adoption exists 
for the welfare of the child.l4 A decree can be vacated 
only if the court finds that fraud or deceit was practiced 
in obtaining the adoption.l5 
Early adoption laws were concerned primarily in pro-
viding an heir who would carry on the family name 
and its traditions, and the court hearing the peti-
tion was solely responsible for determining whether 
the petitioners were "of sufficient ability to bring 
up the child and furnish nurture and education, 
having reference to the degree and condition of its 
parents" and that it was "fit6and proper that such adoption should take place".l 
The need for safeguards in adoption has been realized 
in some states as the importance of adoption in the life 
of a child and in the lives of foster parents has become 
better understood. These safeguards should insure the 
child's right to grow up within his own family circle, 
which would protect his natural parents, would protect 
14 Ida R. Parker, "Fit and Proper"? (Boston, The 
Church Home Society, 1927), p.s. 
15 Ibid. 
16 Mary Ruth Colby, "Protection of Children in 
Adoption". Paper given at the National Conference of Social 
Work, Seattle, June 28, 1938 (mimeographed). ,• 
:i 
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his foster parents who are assuming a lifelong obligation, 
and would protect the child from an unsuitable relation-
ship.l7 
Adoption procedures have been modified in the light 
of new knowledge. At first, social agencies placed chil-
dren with any families that found them attractive. Little 
thought was given to weighing intellectual capacity and 
emotional make-up of either the children or of their adop-
tive parents so as to assure the greatest possible happi-
ness through placement.l8 Today there is emphasis placed 
on thorough knowledge of a child's history and potentiali-
ties so that he will have opportunity to use his ability 
to the fullest extent. This, it is hoped, will allow him 
to meet best the expectations of his adoptive parents.l9 
The great public interest in adoptions is evidenced 
by recent increases in the number of books, articles, and 
pamphlets which discuss this subject. This material is 
principally directed toward prospective adoptive parents. 
About half of all adoptions, however, are still arranged 
with little reference to this knowledge gained through ex-
perience. Most of these adoptions are well-meant attempts 
17 
18 
19 
Ibid. 
Peller, op. cit., p.32. 
Ibid. 
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to relieve young unmarried mothers or childless friends 
through quick and impulsive placements.20 
Adequate adoption laws cannot be developed in isola-
tion, but must be incorporated in a body of laws which 
will concern and govern the whole area of child welfare. 
The objectives of such laws will show concern for the super-
vision of child placing and the improvement of standards 
of child-placing agencies. Such laws will assure the pro-
tection of parental rights, the rights of the child, and 
the rights of adopting parents. 
In adoptive situations, the child should be treated 
with respect and consideration for his feelings, fears, 
and problems. He should be helped to understand his present 
situation in the best way that he can and he should be 
helped to understand the motives of those who are bringing 
about this considerable change in his life. All available 
resources should have been explored in order that the child 
might be enabled to remain with his natural parents. The 
child should be assured that a responsible agency will 
act in his best interests. He should be assured that such 
an agency will come to know him well so that it may find 
for him the most suitable home where he will be accepted 
20 Katharine F. Lenroot, Forward to Adoption in 
New York City (NYC Committee on Adoptions, Welfare Council 
of NYC, September, 1948). 
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as he is and will be able to grow and develop his own 
personality at his own speed without disappointing his adop-
tive parent's expectations while surrounded by security 
and love on a permanent basis. The child should be 
guaranteed that the responsible agency will follow through 
with his adoption placement until his legal rights and 
legal status is permanently established by law. 
In adoption situations, foster parents should be treat-
ed with respect and consideration for their feelings, fears, 
and conflicts. They should be assured that a responsible 
agency is working in their best interests. They must be 
enabled to trust that the child placed with them to be-
co~e their own is a proper subject for adoption. They 
should be assured that the child so placed has a reasonable 
chance of meeting their expectations for him. They should 
be sure that the child has been properly released for 
adoption and that there is little likelihood of the 
natural parents seeking to reclaim him. They should be 
assured that a responsible agency is going to follow 
tlJ.rough with them until their legal rights are permanently 
established by law. 
Assuming that an adoption law should promote the best 
interests of the child and should safeguard the rights of 
his natural and his adoptive parents, the Children's 
IIIJ. Bureau has reviewed the essentials of adoption law and 
procedure. In its Publication Humber 331 -- 1949, the 
.. l., ,. -···--------=-··cc=.cc-c=.==cc . -.=~.= .. -c 
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Bureau described the objectives in Adoption Laws in terms 
of protecting the child "from unnecessary separation from 
parents", protecting the natural parents "from hurried 
decisions to give up a child", and protecting the adopt-
ing parents "from taking responsibility for children about 
whose heredity or capacity for physical or mental develop-
ment they know nothing". 
It was proposed by the Bureau that: natural parental 
rights be safeguarded; placement should be made by an 
authorized agency; the adoption proceedings should be in 
a court having jurisdiction over children's cases; the 
court should have the benefit of a social study and a re-
commendation of a child-placing agency; consent to adoption 
should be obtained from a person or agency having legal 
responsibility for the child; court hearings should be 
closed and the records protected; a period of residence 
in the adoptive home should be required; provision should 
be made for the removal of a child from a home found to be 
unsuitable; and safeguards should be provided in related 
laws.21 
Modern Process 
Because casework i~ the unifying methodological factor 
in handling adoptions, the following presentation of the 
q 21 Essentials of Adoption Law and Procedure, I Children's Bureau PUblication No. 331 -- 1949. 
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varied aspects of social work responsibility to all those 
concerned in adoption placement will concentrate upon the 
varied roles of the caseworker and the casework relation-
ships. 
In the course of the casework process, while inter-
prating to the natural parents the function of the agency 
in adoption, the worker will have paved the way toward ob-
taining what information is available about the background 
of each of the parents. Physical and social histories 
will be obtained in order that the agency may know as much 
as possible about the child, who can only be a product 
of his background at the t~me of his coming to the agency. 
The giving of information will always be interpreted as 
a strength on the part of the parent in the same way that 
the giving of release may be looked upon as giving to the 
child in making it possible for him to obtain his greatest 
good through adoption. 
Any child who is compelled for whatever reason to 
leave his own home and family and live in foster place-
ment lives through an experience pregnant with pain 
and terror for him and potentially damaging to his 
personality and normal growth. It is abnormal in our 
society for a child to be separated for any continu-
ing length of time from his own parents and no one 
knows this so well as the child himself. For him 
placement is a shocking and bewildering calamity, the 
reasons for which he usually does not understand. He 
knows only that his life has been pulled up by the 
roots, and two questions circle him endlessly. Why 
did it happen? When can he return to his own home? 
The one person who can and must help him at this point 
21 
is the caseworker who places him.22 
The child has a fundamental need to belong. Placement 
is the irrevocable seal of rejection. The child moves with 
grief and confusion, with blind panic and hatred, so that 
more than a declaration of concern is needed ih order to 
assuage shock, apathy, and despair. The worker can only 
try to understand and share this experience with the child, 
but only the child will know the real extent of his suffer-
ing. With the newly separated child, the worker needs 
to be "present". The caseworker needs to render support 
through "being with" the child since this is about all 
that the child can really sense. The worker should watch, 
wait, and listen for cues which only the child can give. 
No one can be more helpful than a.silent friend. A con-
siderable period of time will be necessary for the formation 
of a relationship in which the child is assured that the 
worker is trustworthy, is sincerely interested in him, 
will not desert him, but loves and wants to help him. The 
worker must come to be familiar with the child's attitudes 
~nd feelings about the people and events in his past so 
that he can be helped to move toward new relationships and 
acceptance of his present situation, the reasons surround-
ing it, and a plan for his more permanent settlement. The 
22 Leontine Young, "Placement from the Child's 
Viewpoint", (Journal of Social Casework, June, 1950). 
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worker needs to be aware always of this progress but also 
needs to remember that only the child can do the changing 
and eventually become ready for placement in an adoptive 
home. If the worker watches closely, the child will give 
the signal of his readiness to move.23 
The actual casework with the child will involve recog-
nizing his unique personality and his unique situation. 
It will require the worker's movine; with him at his level 
through the maze of feelings which will be ene;endered by 
the separations involved. His fantasies will be recognized 
and respected, his defenses may need to be strengthened, 
he must be given opportunity to learn to make choices in 
order that he come to recognize his ability for some self-
determination. As the time of placement approaches, the 
worker must be especially conscious of timing because of 
the emotional impact of removal and because of the pressure 
to meet the timing needs of the adopting parents who are 
better able to state their needs and with whom the worker 
can also identify. The worker must guard against allowing 
the adult needs to jeopardize the child's comfort in the 
placing process. The actual casework process with the 
child should end with the placement, since it is within 
the family that the child should meet the needs which have 
23 Dorothy Hutchinson of the New York School of 
Social Work at the New England Regional Conference of the 
Child Welfare League, May, 1951. 
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been satisfied through the casework process. 
The social casework with adoptive parents is often 
divided into two rather distinct parts. The home finding 
departments in larger agencies are responsible for seeking 
out, studying, and evaluating prospective homes for chil-
dren in need of permanent family relationships other than 
their natural ones. Intake interviews act as screening 
procedures where the agency selects the families which 
are to be considered further. These interviews also pro-
vide the applicants an opportunity to decide whetber they 
wish to continue with the agency, and to sort their motives 
for wishing to adopt. 
It is imperative to rer:tember at this time that appli-
cants are in an unusual and an unhappy situation.24 They 
are filled with conflicts and ambivalence about their 
own failure to achieve natural parenthood; the frustra-
tions and needs must be evaluated. The applicants must 
test to see whether they really want to adopt. The agency 
must decide whether to place a child with them. The 
agency's decision will be based upon a prediction about 
how the applicants will be likely to function as parents. 
This prediction is made through a study of the ways in 
24 Carol s. Prentice, An Adopted Child looks at 
Ado§tion, D. Appleton- Century Company, New York, N.Y., 194-, p.l85. 
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which the applicants operate, how they use the people close 
to them, and how ready they seem to be to form a new re-
lationship which will change the entire picture of their 
family constellation. If the applicants and their home 
satisfy the criteria of t~e agency in regard to age, 
financial security, health, religious lli~ity, etc., the 
skilled social worker must decide about the degree of 
maturity and general ability of these people to provide a 
warm and secure home. If the home is approved for adoption, 
the casework with the adoptive parents will change its 
focus and very often it will be carried on by a different 
worker. 
The further casework with adoptive parents will be 
in connection with a particular child who might find the 
best possible permanent home with these particular parents. 
Mutual trust between the worker and the adopting parents 
is, of course, essential, but the skill with which the 
worker gauges the timing of introductions, visiting, and 
placement will be dramatically reflected in the ease with 
which two adults and an unrelated child become a family. 
The adoptive parents must accept limitations put upon 
them in regard to the timing involved. The worker :nust 
be able to handle some of the hostility of the adopting 
parents who will see the worker as a barrier to the place-
their own" 
At the time of placement, the worker will need enough 
confidence in the progress made and in the readiness of 
the parents and the child to relinquish the controls which 
have been held until this time. Vfhatever casework is 
offered until the time of processing the petition will be 
carried on with the family as a unit in most cases. Pro-
tection must be given both child and parents should un-
foreseen circumstances become apparent which would threaten 
the success of the placement. If the worker beco~es aware 
that the placement will not succeed, it is imperative that 
the child be removed with as little hurt as possible to 
all concerned. Whatever continuing supervision is necessary 
should be positive and su:pe-footed because the child and 
the parents need the structuring and confidence which can 
be derived from whatever makes their new relationship 
posi·ti ve, real, and irrevocable. Only in rare instances 
is casework service provided beyond the time of legal 
adoption because the child should then reside in the family 
in the same way that other children do.25 At this time, 
the differences in the relationships should not be accentuat-
ed by continuing relationship with the agency, since it 
has been the constant goal to restore the child to a "normal 
family in a "normal" home where he will be able to meet the 
25 Standard policy of Rhode Island Child Welfare 
Services. 
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"normal vicissitudes of life "normally". 
---·-. --- . 
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The Casework Process in the Placement of Older Children 
The casework process with older children involves all 
of the ramifications of all adoption processes in addition 
to some special considerations peculiar to working with 
already formed personalities which have experienced years 
of frustration and lack of belonging. These older children 
have been denied some of their most primitive needs for 
warmth, nutrition, and bodily care. They have had their 
need to belong frustrated so that their learning to con-
trol their emotional reactions has been warped. They are 
not able to gauge their reactions of anger, rage, fear, 
pain, etc. They have had little opportunity to work 
through their sexual identifications which would lead to 
acceptance of sex roles, object love, or respect for per-
sons, places, times, customs, authority, and, very import-
antly, for their own image of themselves as unique 
individuals. The caseworker with the older child must be 
aware of this continuous deprivation over a long period 
of time. The worker will share responsibility for 
determining whether a particular child is adoptable. In 
order to do this, the worker will need to become aware of 
the meaning of all of the child's previous relationships -
the meaning to the child. 
The worker may begin by becoming as familiar as possible 
with the natural background of the child, his natural 
28 
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parents, and his earliest enviro~~ent. The strength of 
his relationship with his natural parents must be estimated 
along with a prediction of the degree of influence which 
the parents may play in planning and in freeing the child 
for new relationships with real meaning for him. Casework 
with the parents will differ in relation to older children 
in that the parents will have more crystallized attitudes 
toward the child and toward an agency dealing with them. 
The burden of guilt will l1ave become more rigid and the 
natural parents more resistive to change in attitude. 
Help may often be given them through carrying out, at long 
last, some of their own best hopes for the welfare of their 
child. 
The work with the child himself will involve forming 
the casework relationship with him which he may resist 
with considerable success. Great patience and perseverance 
may be necessary in waiting out the rejection r:;f t:J.e cL.i ld 
of any relationship, since his earlier relationships have 
cost him so much pain. The worker must show his interest, 
his liking, and his love for the child while making no 
demands and asking for no return for this investment. The 
all important casework relationship when formed vlill arm 
the worker with a tool for helping the child to clarify 
his own feelings and to work through much of his hostility 
against the real factors in his earlier and present depriva-
29 
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tion. The child may be armed and strengthened in new attempts 
to reach out for something more. 
Agencies provide a variety of aida in helping the case-
worker to assist the child in approaching sufficient emo-
tional strength and equilibrium to be considered for 
adoption. Pediatric, psychiatric, and psychological 
services are provided to determine and strengthen the 
health, ability, and personality of the child in the adop-
tion process. Foster care in institutions and in pre-
placement boarding homes in provided as treatment of the 
children in transition. 26 The caseworker will be responsible 
for the coordination of all of the influences in the chilo's 
environment in order that he may move most comfortably 
toward preparation for placement in an adoptive horne. 
The deter~ination of adoptability will be made in 
consultation with all available experts, but it should be 
borne in mind that adoption is always designed for every 
child who can profit from placement in a family on a per-
manent basis if he is legally free and if a family can be 
found who will accept him as he is, with whatever back-
ground, abilities, and disabilities he possesses. 
Upon the determination of the adoptability of a parti-
26 Lois Benedict, "The Boardin~ Home as a 
Resource in Adoption", Journal of the Ch ld Welfare League 
of America, Dec., 1951. 
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cular child, when he has been prepared for placement, the 
worker becomes responsible for selecting the proper home 
for him from among the homes approved by the agency's 
home finding service. This selection will necessitate a 
total review of the agency's knowledge of the eligible 
applicants. All of the criteria for eligibility must be 
reviewed because of the special characteristics of older 
children. 
The criteria for selection seem to fall into two dis-
tinct groups: physical environmental factors which may 
be dealt with categorically, and emotional factors which 
can only be understood and handled through intuitive and 
skilled casework techniques. The factual material which 
must be sorted in the matching process includes within 
its scope the problems of residence, age, color, nationality, 
general health, financial assets, religious unity, and the 
reason for childlessness. 
Residence of adoptive parents may have more signifi-
cance in the placement of older children, since it is 
usually not desirable for an older chilo who is well known 
to his nat·ural family to be placed where much contact may 
take place with the natural family. The consequent re-
activation of ambivalence and emotional conflict involved 
in such contacts might be so painful that the entire 
structure of the placement might suffer. 
--~·- ·-1':-
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The age of adopting parents is usually gauged by re-
lating the age of the child to the possibility that parents 
might have produced this child themselves. Consequently, 
the preferred age of those adopting older children is apt 
to be a little more advanced than that of the adopters 
of babies. 
Usually, children are matched with families of the 
same color. In the adoption of Negro infants, especial 
care is taken in matching shades when possible. Some 
adoptions take place in which children are known to have 
mixed color, and in such cases the effort is to place where 
there will be the least likelihood of future strain or 
difficulty because of a difference. 
Race and nationality and cultural group are matched 
whenever there will be an apparently significant advantage 
to the child and the placement will be markedly facilitated 
through such matching. 
The geners.l health of applicants to adopt will usually 
be certified as good. This requirement will always be 
used in planning in order to make the child secure against 
the loss of either parent. Unforeseen calamity cannot 
be avoided, but no unnecessary risks need by taken in the 
area of general health. 
Considerable financial security can usually be guaranteed 
most children in adoption, but because of the smaller num-
32 
ber of applications for the adoption of older children it 
is possible that reasonable financial security in such 
people might be acceptable while more abundant resources 
might be sought for babies, all other considerations 
being equal. 
In most instances, children are placed with parents of 
the same religion. It is always true that the children 
should be placed where they will not be denied the values 
of religious experience. It is always hoped that the re-
ligious faith of the child and each of his adopting parents 
will be unified. 
The adoptive parents of older children who have not 
resolved their conflicts about the childlessness may 
respond to placement with greater emotional upheaval than 
do the adopters of babies because adopting a baby is more 
like having a baby of their own. 
The emotional characteristics looked for in selecting 
adoptive parents for older children will be those which 
indicate mature people who will be able to love a placed 
child and allow him to grow and develop his own personality 
in his own way at his own speed. It is necessary to con-
sider the adjustment of each of the applicants to his own 
life situation. All of the questions asked about all 
adoptive applicants should be reviewed. These questions 
involve satisfaction with life, satisfaction with the self, 
33 
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satisfaction with relationships with parents and siblings, 
satisfactions with marriage, and expectation of satisfac-
tion from the new relationship with an adoptive child. 
The worker will want to know whether the applicants have 
shared their planning with their families and their friends. 
These questions will lead to conclusions about the degree 
of maturity of the applicants and will help to predict 
their ability to take on a new relationship, to work with 
the agency in helping a child to make a difficult transi-
tion, and to love and support this child in their home on 
a permanent basis. The actual matching of the child with 
the home will depend upon some of the specifications set 
up by the applicants. Some of these specifications will 
need to be met, but the applicant's flexibility will have 
been estimated and they will recognize that the agency is 
always limited to the children who need adoptive homes. 
The actual placement of older childr·en is complicated 
by the fact that these children have lived longer, are 
more aware of what is happening to them, and in many cases 
have been deprived over a much longer period of time. 
Their emotional life is sufficiently distorted that often 
they will have extra difficulty in taking on new relation-
ships. At the same time, they bring to placement their 
unique personalities which are related to prior environ-
They have an earlier life 
34 
I 
-~ 
which is all that they have and therefore is vital and must 
be preserved by them until a better and stronger substitute 
is provided. 
This prior life of the child may serve as a threat to 
adopting parents who find this new relationship much more 
I 
1i like marriage itself than would be the addition to the 
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family of a tiny baby. Adoptive parents must be able to 
accept the reality that these children will never become 
quite so completely like their own. They will not so 
readily be possessed by their new parents. The adopting 
parents must be willing to recognize the child's need to 
cling to his uniqueness and to talk about this with the 
new parents. 
As the first step in placement itself, the caseworker 
must discuss the particular child with the prospective 
parents. The child's background and past experience should 
be given in as much detail as is necessary to help them 
decide about their interest and to help them in their ad-
justment to this child. During the past few years there 
l1as been much controversy about whether negative factors 
in the child's background need be given to adoptive parents. 
The medical profession has tended to recommend that all 
of the pathological factors in a child's history be given 
to the adoptive parents because of the "right to know the 
truth". More recent agency practices have evolved through 
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a conviction that only those things about which the adop-
tive parents might act constructively can be of any use 
to them in living with a child. It was therefore recom-
mended that no social pathology be given to adoptive 
parents. The natural parents are described in the strongest 
and best possible light. A later conviction has recently 
been assumed in some agencies that physical pathology in 
a child's background which does not actively influence his 
present condition or health need not be reported to adop-
tive parents, the feeling being that adoptive parents can-
not use such infor~ation constructively and therefore need 
not be concerned about it.27 
The introduction of adoptive parents to children should 
be carried out in the most casual manner possible in order 
that the pain of rejection be avoided.28 Often prospec-
tive parents can meet and talk with a child without his 
being aware that he is being considered ~or them. All 
early coatacts should be casual in order t~1at the strain 
of choice be lessened. Often it is possible for a child 
and adoptive parents to become quite well acquainted with-
27 Roberta Andrews of the Spence Chapin Adoption 
Service, New York at the New England Regional Conference, 
Child Welfare League, Swampscott, Massachusetts, May 18 - 19, 
1953· 
28 Helen w. Hallinen, "Adoption for Older Chil-
dren", Journal of Social Casework, July, 1952. 
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out any mention of the true nature of this process. The 
child needs to be protected from the pressures ~1ich the 
parents and the caseworker are apt to bring to bear on 
this process in the parent's eagerness to have a child 
and the worker's eagerness to have the child belong. In 
other instances the child ;nay hurry this pi'ocess in order 
to "get it over with". It is the responslblity of the 
caseworker to insure that the timing of visits and ~ave-
ment is geared to the optimum pace for child and parents 
in order that their e~otional reactions to one another 
may not become entangled and confused because of pressures 
outside themselves. The child will always make known the 
~ time when he is ready for placement. 29 If the child has 
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been able to take part in the placement planning he will 
have less difficulty in relinquishing his relationship 
with the agency which has, for him., served as a bridge from 
an unhappy early experience to the promise of a permanent 
hone where he will be secQre and loved by a warm, under-
standing mother and father. 
29 Dorothy Hutchinson, op. cit. 
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CHAPTER IV 
CASE MATERIAL 
The writer will now present brief resumes of the 
adoption process as it has taken place with eight children 
who were placed for adoption by the regularly assigned 
adoptions worker at the Rhode Island Child Welfare Services 
during the period from June 1, 1952 to June 1, 1953. These 
eight children were the total number placed in free adop-
tive homes who had passed their fifth birthday at the 
time of placement. 
Some of the children whose adoption processes were 
studied were placed in the homes of parents who were some-
what younger than might have been anticipated by the pre-
ceeding discussion. 
Each child was placed in a home with parents of like 
religion. Nationalities were not always matched but 
physical coloring and general appearance were always match-
ed with at least one of the parents. The general rule 
was followed which indicates that a child should be placed 
with parents who might have produced him naturally. 
Intellectual ability was gauged so that the child 
might meet the expectations of the parents as far as pos-
sible with care being given to make no definite predictions 
about his potentialities. 
Each of these children was studied by the mental 
38 
hygiene unit and approved for adoption. Several of thern 
were seen repeatedly by psychiatric and psychological 
consultants in order to help the agency to understand the 
child better and to help interpret the child's behavior 
and background to adoptive parents. 
Physical examinations and remedial treatment were ren-
dered whenever indicated. 
The cl1ild was consistently helped to understand the 
reasons why he was not with his own family and why adop-
tion seemed to be the best plan for him. 
In every case the child was aware that he was taking 
part in the placement process, but an effort was always 
made to protect him from overt rejection. This protection 
was achieved by treating the introduction to the adoptive 
parents as casually as possible. 
Personality problems still active in a child were 
discussed frankly with the prospective adopters. The 
natural background was described briefly and in as positive 
terms as possible. 
Case I 
Robert Lamb was committed to the State in January, 
1946 when he was two weeks old. He was Catholic, 
of French and English extraction, and he was born 
out of wedlock. He was placed with the Browns in 
a foster boarding home immediately and remained there 
until November, 1950. Bobby's development was quite 
normal and he was so well accepted by the family 
that they expressed a desire to adopt him. 
His natural mother early displayed tendencies toward 
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waywardness and soon established a reputation for 
promiscuity. She married at sixteen and began to 
show epileptiform seizures. This marriage ended in 
divorce in 1944· Mother married Bobby's father in 
1946 after Bobby's birth. This man was much older 
than she and was alcoholic. Mother was studied at 
a local hospital in 1947 when it was felt that she 
suffered from grand-mal epilepsy, possessed border-
line intelligence, and evidenced a psychopathic 
personality. 
Bobby's foster parents were not dismayed by learning 
of his mother's epilepsy. The agency sought adoption 
release from his natural family and planned this 
adoption but in October, 1950 his foster mother, 
Mrs. Brown, died suddenly. 
On March 1, 1951, the agency's adoption worker 
assumed supervision of Bobby, who was an attractive, 
brown-eyed, brown-haired youngster who had achieved 
an I.~. of 113 in May, 1950. Psychiatric consulta-
tion was immediately scheduled in order to obtain 
adoption evaluation. The consultant referred Bobby 
for an EEG and complete neurological and medical 
check-ups. The EEG report indicated "Borderline 
abnormal rhythms consistent with cerebral dysrhythmia, 
although this does not indicate, necessarily, the 
future occurrence of clinical epilepsy". Pediatric 
consultation indicated that Bobby's normal physical 
and mental development made him acceptable for adop-
tion. His natural parents signed 'releases for his 
adoption, and the social worker began her search for 
the right home for him while beginning to prepare 
him for transfer. 
The worker found a young couple, the LeBlancs, who 
seemed the agency's most suitable applicants for 
adopting Bobby. Bobby was helped to meet the LeBlancs 
in their home as casually as possible. They were 
immediately attracted to him and arranged for him to 
make a week-end visit. Following this visit, Bobby 
was enthusiastic about placement with the LeBlancs. 
Bobby was placed in June, 1951. He refused to return 
to his boarding home for a visit and to collect his 
belongings. He soon refused to have anything to do 
with the worker when she visited. The LeBlancs had 
assured him that they wanted him always. Bobby made 
a very eager early adjustment but he became eneuretic, 
resisted discipline, and soon developed a rash which 
was considered an emotional response. Bobby said he 
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wanted to stay with the LeBlancs. 
Mrs. LeBlanc regularly showed intellectual understand-
ing of Bobby's difficulties and followed the worker's 
suggestion about handling his bedwetting with con-
siderable success. However, she did not speak of him 
with warmth or enthusiasm at the time of the worker's 
visit in July. She reported that Bobby was reluctant 
to mind her and that he seemed lethargic and found 
it difficult to get up in the morning. Pediatric 
consultation suggested this might be a negative re-
action to the new home. 
During the next few months, Bobby demonstrated a lot 
of ambivalence and expressed a great deal of anxiety 
about his permanence in the LeBlanc home. Mrs. 
LeBlanc had miscarried on four different occasions 
and her physician had recommended adoption. She 
became pregnant again soon after Bobby's placement 
and she managed to carry this child until full term. 
By February, 1952, the worker was sure that Bobby 
should not remain with the LeBlancs. He seemed 
"mixed-up and lost''. His adoptive aunt reported that 
the home was not happy and that Bobby did not feel 
secure there. She said the LeBlancs loved Bobby but 
he was disturbed and did not get along with his con-
temporaries or his new parents. The question of 
Bobby's remaining in the LeBlanc home was not broached 
to Mrs. LeBlanc during her confinement which was 
prolonged. vVhen she returned from the hospital with 
her own baby, she quickly agreed with the worker's 
suggestion that she might want to give up Bobby. She 
felt guilty, however, about adding to his record of 
removals. 
On March 1, 1952, Bobby was removed from the LeBlanc 
home and reported his relief, saying he didn't want 
to live there anymore. He was helped to move into 
a foster home which is used as a pre-placement home. 
This family was aware of Bobby's problems and they 
focused on helping him to get ready for a permanent 
placement in a suitable adoptive home. Bobby made 
unusually good progress in the pre-placement home 
where he readily expressed his resentment against the 
LeBlancs and against the worker's involvement in his 
many moves. He wanted to stay in this home and was 
helped to understand the reality of his situation 
there. He was given information about his real origin 
and finally came to accept the fact of his name's 
being Lamb. He carefully followed the explanations 
of gestation and birth and the story of his life to 
date. Psychiatric consultation at this time recommended 
him for adoption and indicated that the information 
about the epilepsy in his background need not be men-
tioned to the adoptive parents. Bobby was resistant 
to the idea of new parents, but in other respects 
seemed to be more content than he had been for a long 
time. 
The worker selected the approved application of 
James, 31, and Jenny, 36, Novak who were of Czechoslo-
vakian, French, and English descent. These people 
had asked to adopt a "bright child up to five years 
of age". James was fair, mature, and stable. Jenny 
was quite dark. She formerly held a responsible 
position in a large New York women's shop. She was 
a convert to Catholicism. They felt that an average, 
healthy child would be all they could have hoped for 
in their own natural child. They believed they could 
take full responsibility for whatever ~ap:::>eneCl. i.L 
th~y could be given a well child. 
Jenny did not know why she had not been pregnant for 
several years, but during 1950 l.earned that she had 
a cancer of the cervix. This was completely cured 
by radium treatments which left her sterile. After 
much ~iscussion and medical consultation this barrier 
to adoption was cleared away. 
The Novaks had always wanted chilc.ren. They lw.d 
discussed adoption with their friends and they were 
sure that a child would make their lives more com-
plete, thou;;h they cot..ld have become reconciled if 
they had b:10vm that they would not be able to adopt. 
The Novaks had been reading about adoption and yet 
had no fixed ideas about how a child should behave. 
They were not threatened by the idea of a child's 
remembering his earlier life. They would trust the 
agency in regard to a child's inheritance and they 
felt that a child's environment was a more important 
factor. They were happy in Rhode Island and expected 
to stay for some time. They had personal magnetism 
and seemed stimulating and accepting. They believed 
that an older child could adjust to a new fa~ily, but 
they expected that time and patience would be necessary 
to help him do so. 
Jenny. James was interested in Bobby's success with 
a pin-ball game and Bobby became interested in watch-
ing Ja~es feed an icecream cone to his dog. No other 
comment was made about these people on Bobby's re-
turn trip to his boarding home except the worker's 
"They are nice people". 
James and Jenny immediately betrayed their enthusiasm 
and invited the worker and Bobby to dinner at their 
ho~e the following week. On the trip Bobby said, "We 
are going to see your cousins, are they going to be 
my new mommy and daddy?" The worker then explained 
the entire plan and described the Novaks' enthusiasm. 
He was eager to know about their home. The reception 
was easy and they all enjoyed it. The Novaks immediately 
planned a week-end with Bobby and planned to do their 
own transporting. Bobby told the worker that he knew 
already that he would like to live with the Novaks, 
but the worker cautioned him about haste and scheduled 
a series of four week-end visits before his placement 
on June 13, 1952. This placement was quite successful. 
At first Bobby was reluctant to go very far away 
from the house but school helped him to be sure that 
"ho:ne" would still be there. He leerned to play and 
to share and could think of having a little sister. 
He was most concerned not to make his parents angry, 
but they were very secure in disciplining him with 
love for him and disapproval of specific misbehavior. 
Bobby's legal adoption was accomplished in June, 1953. 
Early in July, 1953, the Novaks returned to the agency 
and asked to adopt a second child. James had lost 
some weight and seemed most happy. Jenny reported 
that she visited her physician at three month inter-
vals and that he described her as his healtl:iest and 
happiest patient. 
Interpretation 
Bobby's adoption placement was complicated by his con-
fusion about his identity. He was attached to his first 
foster home and believed that these foster parents were 
his natural parents. 
Bobby's placement in the LeBlanc home was apparently 
quite precipitous. The LeBlancs were eager to "get the 
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placement over with" so that they could avoid their own 
conflicts about it. Their desire was for a child born to 
them and they were unable to love Bobby. Mrs. LeBlanc 
tried to help Bobby but she was blocked by her rejection 
of him. It became apparent that the LeBlancs were not 
emotionally ready to adopt a child. Bobby was sensitive 
to the LeBlancs rejection and he reacted unfavorably. 
Vmen Bobby was placed with the Novaks, he responded 
to their warmth and sensitive understanding of his emotional 
needs by accepting them as the parents for whom he had 
longed. Bobby's placement with the Novaks was facilitated 
by/ 
their 
minimal specifications. Their physical and intellec-
tual chare.cteristics were akin so that he might have been 
their natural child. 
The worker made use of the pre-placement boarding horne 
where Bobby was enabled to work through much of his hos-
tility toward those individuals who were connected with 
the unpleasant experiences in his past. He was also helped 
in this home to come to grips with his own identity. He 
came to recognize his real need for a permanent home and 
he prepared to enter into the effort to secure such a 
home for him. Introduction to the mature and sensitive 
Novaks allowed Bobby to use his new knowledge of himself 
in moving into the permanent home which could meet his 
needs best. His adoption completed, Bobby became an in-
-~-- ---- ----· --- -
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tegral part of the Novak family. 
Because of the pathology in his natural background and 
his inheritance of cerebral dysrhythmia, it would be 
interesting to obtain some follow-up information about 
Bobby after an interval of ten or fifteen years. 
Case II 
Mary was committed to state case on January 21, 1948. 
She had been born out of wedlock to a girl who named 
as the father a married man who had four other chil-
dren of his own. Commitment was recommended when 
the mother deserted Mary, but she was present in court 
only to disappear again later that year. Mother was 
apparently intelligent and came from a respectable 
family. She had been employed as a secretary. Mary 
was born in May, 1946 and lived in three different 
boarding homes until July, 1948, when she moved to 
a foster home in which she remained until her adop-
tion placement. 
In this foster home, Mary spoke French well and under-
stood and spoke some English. She showed a slight 
strabismus in her left eye and appeared to drag her 
left leg. She was very competitive with the other 
children in the home and made excessive demands for 
attention. She created a problem in training and 
discipline and evidenced destructiveness and temper 
tantrums. Psychiatric consultation with ?.~ary and her 
foster mother seemed to bring about improvement in 
her behavior. She was studied in connection with 
her peculiar gait, but X-rays and an EEG did not 
demonstrate pathology. Mary was an attractive child 
with dark hair, dark eyes, and an olive complexion. 
She achieved an I.Q. of 100 in September, 1948. In 
September, 1951, she scored 100 again, but it was 
felt that her use of French only was a barrier to 
achievement. 
Mary was evaluated for adoption in January, 1952 and 
it was recommended that she be placed in a French 
speaking home. The a~options worker was assigned this 
placement in April, 1952. 
Worker select~d the adoption application of Pierre 
and Marie LeClair, who were 43 and 40 respectively. 
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They were each employed and regularly spoke French 
in their home. Marie did not have a total command 
of English. They each had brown hair and eyes. They 
seemed bright and quick, despite their lack of much 
formal education. They were interested in a child's 
obtaining higher education if he so desired. They 
did not choose an occupational pursuit for their child. 
They hoped for a normally healthy child but were not 
concerned about mental illness in the child's back-
ground. They wanted their child to develop his own 
recreational interests but would be pleased if he 
shared theirs. Marie's sewing skill influenced her 
to wish for a little girl to dress. Marie was one 
of nineteen children. Her aged parents were still 
living and she felt close to them. Pierre lived in 
a house owned by his sister and felt close to his 
three brothers. They wanted a child who resembed them 
but they felt that environmental influences were more 
ioportant than hereditary ones. Marie preferred an 
"outgoing" child "different from herself" in this 
respect. 
Worker anticipated some difficulty in Mary's removal 
from her foster home. The first meeting with the 
LeClairs was arranged with Mary as a casual visit to 
the home of "friends of mine who speak French". 
The LeClairs "went out" to Mary immediately and she 
was calling them "Mommy and Daddy" before the visit 
was over. A Sunday visit followed by a week-end visit 
convinced the worker that this placement was clearly 
indicated. Mary was placed in the LeClair horne in 
June, 1952 when she was six years old • 
Foster mother visited Mary soon after placement and 
informed Marie that Mary had been under psychiatric 
care. Such visits were discouraged. Mary adjusted 
well in school, home, and community, until November. 
She became moody and assertive. She stole candy in 
school. These difficulties seemed related to Mary's 
questions about her natural mother. Pierre became 
upset and felt that they had co~e too late to help 
this girl to develop moral character. The placement 
seemed threc;tened. Re-evaluation allowed considera-
tion of Mary's earlier excellent adjustment. The 
trauma of removal was considered and the worker assumed 
the burden of interpretation which was to show Pierre 
that :1ary 1 s behaJtior was symptomatic rather than in-
herited. -:tlorker helped Marie with her feelings about 
Mary's natural'mother. The worker was able to reassure 
I,Iary about her permanence in the LeClair home. By 
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April, 1953, the situation was well adjusted. Pierre 
and :Harie were pleased with Mary and I'~Iary "belongedn 
with them. Her school record had slumped but was 
now exceptionally good again. In May, the family was 
warm and close, with mutual understanding and affec-
tion. The adoption was recommended to the court. 
Interpretation 
Mary had exhibited some disturbed behavior in her foster 
home which had improved following psychiatric treatment. 
Her physical attractiveness speeded her early acceptance 
by the foster parents. After placement, U...'lder the stress 
of doubt; about her natural parents, !v!ary resumed some of 
her unacceptable behavior which, in turn, disturbed her 
adoptive parents. Their ambition for perfection was seen 
to produce some rigidity in their expectations in regard 
to the behavior of their new daughter. The worker's in-
terpretations of Mary's behavior were successful in helping 
Pierre to relax some of his apprehensions about v:ary' s 
future. Marie was helped to understand tlary's emotional 
bloclcing when thi11lcing about her natural :r .. ot!1er. L1al-.l e 
.:arne to realize how important she was to her adopted 
daughter. 
Mary ~~eeded French-speaking parents whose appearance 
resembled hers. The LeClairs made few specifications 
beyond the fact that they wanted a daughter. They see::1ed 
sufficiently flexible to allow for IIary's development and 
growth at her own speed. 
The worker helped Mary in her understanding of her 
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natural relationships and helped clarify her feelinc;s 
about the LeClairs. The casework service provided allowed 
for e~otional growth on the part of the child and each of 
the parents during the one year period of agency supervision 
followine initial placement. 
Case III 
Clara was co~~itted to state care on July 23, 1946, 
when she was six months old. She was the fifth child 
of her Protestant ~other who failed to support her 
in several boarding homes. Clara's mother's family 
had been an unhappy one, her parents separating when 
she was fourteen. Clara's grandmother is reported 
to have encouraged Clara's mother to sell her sexual 
favors at the age of sixteen. Clara's mother married 
instead, but soon became promiscuous and developed 
a reputation as a prostitute which was sir:lilar to 
her ~other's reputation. Clara's mother's first child 
was born in 1941 and he has been cared for by his 
father. The next boy died at three months from mal-
nutrition. A girl died at birth. Clara's brother 
Jack1 was born in January, 1945. He was co~~itted 
at the same time as Clara. Clara's legal father 
regularly denied paternity of these two children. 
Clara's putative father was in jail for carnal knowledge 
at the ti~e of her commitment. Clara's r:10ther was 
described as tall, husky, blond, "dumb", and bewildered. 
She deserted her two children in June, 1946 at a time 
when Clara was seriously malnourished. Upon commit-
ment Clara was hospitalized for two months. She 
suffered from a generalized rash which did not disappear 
until she was placed in a foster home. She was placed 
in the same foster home with her brother Jack in 
August, 1946 and she developed fairly normally. V/hen 
she was examined at three, she was well developed 
and healthy looking. She was friendly and quickly 
adjusted to everyone. She had a speech defect, but 
it was felt that she could improve with special atten-
tion and that she was suitable for adoption. She 
scored an I.Q. of'96. 
1 Clara's brother Jack is the subject of 
Case IV. 
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In February, 1950, the children, who were said to be 
attached to one another, were seen by prospective 
adopters, but these adults liked Jack but not Clara. 
They were seen by the Shorts in August, made a one 
day visit to their home in September, and were placed 
for adoption in October. The Shorts gave Clara a 
great deal of attention which Jack resented. The 
family moved in February, 1951 and the children had 
a great deal of difficulty in changing schools. Clara 
was misbehaving and Jack followed suit. Their speech 
regressed, and the Shorts requested their removal 
from their home. The children readily left the Shorts 
and were admitted to the Children's Center where they 
remained for one and one half years.- The Shorts had 
said that Clara could not relate to adults or to chil-
dren and that she seemed to have a bad effect on Jack. 
The children were transferred to the adoptions worker 
in May, 1951. Clara began attending speech clinic 
three times per week. She displayed a loving nature, 
a sense of humor, and she explained their difficulties 
with the Shorts in terms of Jack's being naughty. She 
admitted being "naughty, too". ~Yorker helped Clara 
to review her own history so that she could understand 
her situation as it really was. Clara asked good 
questions about her real parents. Clara seemed appeal-
ing to only a few of the persons associated-with her. 
She was extremely active and "high-pitched". Her 
behavior was irresponsible and uninhibtted. She seemed 
to lack a sense of the fitness of things. She was 
anxious and ached to be loved. The children were 
seen by other prospective adopters who were frightened 
of the idea of taking the two children, aged six and 
seven. 
The worker selected the home of the Smiths who were 49 and 46 years old. They were charming Southerners. 
Herb was a teacher and felt that he knew a great 
deal about child psychology. He seemed calm, easy-
going and accepting. Ruth had three years of college 
training and three years experience in teaching in 
her background. She felt that she could cooperate 
with the agency and she was very enthusiastic about 
adopting. She was gay, lively, and confident. The 
Smiths had adopted a baby girl nine years before and 
therefore felt that they knew a great deal about adop-
tion. Their daughter was quite cultured and precocious. 
Clara and Jack were introduced to the Smiths in a local 
park in March and the Smiths were most eager to accept 
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the challenge of these two children. When they 
visited the home in April the worker gained the im-
pression that the Smith's daughter rejected Clara. 
The worker communicated this feeling to Ruth who 
immediately defended her daughter but explained that 
they kn·3W what they were doing. After three week-end 
visits the children were eager to go and the worker 
determined to "stand aside" in the hope that these 
capable adopting parents would be able to handle the 
children's adjustment in their own way and at their 
own speed. Clara and Jack were placed with the Smiths 
in July, 1952. Clara resented the older girl in the 
home. She developed difficulties with Jack and sug-
gested that the Smiths "send Jack back and keep her". 
Clara tested the patience of Ruth who really could 
not tolerate Clara's over-activity and excitability. 
Ruth became physically ill. It was then learned that 
Ruth had suffered from colitis but had not told the 
agency. Her doctor ordered that she give up the 
children. She had become fond of them and betrayed 
a great deal of ambivalence about this. The Smiths 
recommended that the children be placed separately. 
They felt that each of them would respond to individual 
attention and would be very relieved to get away from 
the competition which had regularly caused difficulty 
in the past. Psychiatric consultation described the 
Smiths as unable to provide for the needs of these 
children. Their immediate removal was recommended 
and accomplished at the latter end of August, 1952. 
The worker then selected as adoptive parents, Dick 
and Roberta Richards, who were fifty-five and forty-
seven respectively. Dick had been regularly employed 
for many years in a public utility. He was ciim and 
comfortable. They were quite secure and had almost 
given up hope of adoption because of their ages. 
Roberta was an intuitive woman who looked much younger 
than her years. They were stable, settled individuals 
who provided a home for Roberta's mother. They were 
very enthusiastic about adoption but needed some re-
assurance about social pathology in a child's back-
ground. 
Clara was taken from the Smiths to visit the Richards 
only once before the placement. The worker was able 
to help Clara understand what was happening. Clara 
showed some concern about being separated from Jack 
but it was felt that this was indicated and that she 
would be able to accept this without trauma because 
she would immediately see the benefits to her from 
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undivided attention. Clara was placed with the 
Richards in August, 1952, two days after her visit. 
Roberta was very warm and understanding and Clara 
i~~ediately became more comfortable. Her over-activity 
diminished. Her speech impr·oved markedly. Discipline 
was handled very comfortably. In March, this year, 
the worker sought to interpret Clara's separation 
from Jack in a way which would help Clara to accept 
the termination of their relationship. The worker 
felt that this planned separation was clearly justified 
and was beneficial for all concerned. When seen in 
June, 1953, Clara continued to seem happy and content 
in the Richards' home. 
Interpretation 
The social pathology in Clara's background was never 
allowed to become a factor in her adoption place~ent. 
Clara's personality was not well known at the time of her 
earliest placement which failed, as did subsequent ones, 
because of the influence which the brother and sister had 
upon one anol-;her. Clara was not able to compete with 
Jack in personal attraction and therefore suffered greatly 
by comparison. 
The Richards were selected for Clara because they 
seemed quite settled and secure and because they seemed 
to guarantee a great deal of loving attention to this child 
who did not compete well. With their nore aevanced age 
they offered a ~ost stable environment wherein Clara found 
new confidence and contentment. 
The decision to separate the two children was made 
with some hesitation because of the universal feeling for 
keeping natural siblings together. The use of the Smith 
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home in a positive way for evaluating the adjustment of 
these children dc:n.onstrates the worker's ret;ular abj_li ty 
to make constructive use of the positivG elements found 
in eifficulties. The separation and placement were accom-
plished with firm resolve that doing something for the 
child will usua.lly be better than prolonged planning only. 
Individualizing Clara was shown to be a grest kindness to 
her and helped her to become a stronger and happier little 
girl. 
Case IV 
Jack was committed to state care with his sister Clara2 
en July 23, 1946. He was the fourth child of his 
mother and he also was born out o~ wedlock. Jack was 
born in January, 1945 and was immediately placed in 
a boarding home w~ere his mother failed to support him. 
He was later placed "for adoption" in a home outsid~ 
Rhode Island. His commitment was arran6ed in order 
to provide adequate planning for him. He was placed 
in a ~o&ter home with his younger sister Clara and he 
seemed to develop normally there. ~ihen examinee~. in 
Ausust of 1950, he was attractive with curly, auburn 
hair and blue eyes. He was friendly and outgoing. 
He was in excellent health. He achieved an I.Q. of 
100, being especially good in comprehension and mani-
pulation of the testing materials. A psychiatric 
consultant described him as a timid, self-conscious, 
child possessed of a speech defect whicl.L would improve 
with training. His adoption placement was recor:1mended. 
Adoption releases had been obtained. Two subsequent 
psychometrics demonstrated I.Q. 1 s of 107 and 101. 
As described above, the children together were rejected 
from consideration by several prospective adopting 
parents. They were placed with the Shorts in October, 
2 Jack's sister Clara is the subject of 
Case III. 
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1950. Jack was especially enthusiastic about this 
move. He told the worker that Clara "had behaved" at 
the time of their one-day visit. The worker felt that 
Jack tended to protect his sister and that this might 
be a detriment to his own adjustment. Difficulties 
with the Shorts ensued and the children were admitted 
to the Children's Center. They were assigned to the 
regular adoptions worker in ~ay, 1951. 
After about one and one-half years at the Children's 
Center, the children were placed with the Herb Smiths 
who seemed to be the best possible candidates to adopt 
Jack and Clara. After some weeks of e~otional diffi-
culties, it became apparent that the Smiths would not 
be able to provide a stable home for these two children. 
The children were re~oved at the latter end of August, 
1952. Herb reported his continued interest in keeping 
Jack but the agency did not agree with such a plan. 
When leaving the Smith~, Jack discussed some of his 
feelinbs about Clara and admitted that he preferred 
the adoptive sister in the Smith home. He remarked 
that "it was Clara's fault that they had to move". He 
was admitted to a temporary foster home where he re-
mained for three months. 
In view of the agency's lack of success in placing these 
children to~ether, and in view of the feeling of the 
worker and of the Smiths that these chilcren inhibited 
one another's adjustment in adoptive homes, the de-
cision was made to try to place them in separate perma-
nent homes in which they would be permanently separated. 
The worker selected Doug and Jane Hood as the best 
available adoptive parents for Jack. Doug was forty-
five and had been in the Navy for 22 years. He was 
of German and Irish descent, his father having been 
a prosperous farmer in the mid-west. Doug graduated 
from college, then attended Annapolis, and later re-
ceived a Master's degree in business administration. 
He held a very responsible position in the Navy. Phy-
sically, he was tall, grey, moustached, and quite 
distinguished appearing. He wanted his sons to go to 
Annapolis but could understand that they might not 
wish to do so. He realized that people cannot be pushed 
around and "made" happy. He wanted to adopt a son who 
would be as bright as the nine year old boy whom they 
adopted as an infant. lf.hen with Jane, Doug took the 
initiative in conversation. He felt that Navy people 
were sophisticated and that an adopted child would soon 
learn to make friendships quickly and be able to give 
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them up without pain. Doug was very secure financially. 
Jane was forty-seven, blond, plump, of Norwegian ex-
traction, and rather quiet and reserved. She was a 
registered nurse and had two additional years of 
college. She wished for a boy of average or high 
average intelligence. Her sister had adopted a five 
year old girl. She was able to accept social pathology 
in a child's background. She could not speak easily 
about her childlessness. She underwent a hysterectomy 
in 19l+5· She anticipated problems in adjustr:1ent and 
welcomed the agency's help. Both Doug and Jane 
realized that a placement would not be successful 
without the full cooperation of their son Drew. Jane 
seemed understanding and sympathetic to children. 
The worker arranged for the Hoods to meet seven year 
old Jack at the Children's Center~ They were pleased 
with him and wished to use some time in preparing 
Drew for a visit. Drew was bright, well-adjusted, 
and active. He had expressed a desire for a brother 
nes.r his ovm age. A home visit was planned for 
November 21st and this was quite satisfying. Jack 
was given a new bicycle and he was prepared to move in. 
Drew was clearly ambivalent but after two week-end 
visits the entire family was eager to have Jack join 
them. In December, it was apparent that Drew was learn-
ing to be a brother although he had a tendency to be-
little Jack. In February, the Hoods discussed filing 
the adoption petition. They ht!.d changed Jack's name. 
to Randolph Victor Hood and"they wanted the legal pro-
cedures completed. The worker expressed her feeling 
that Jane tried too hard to be aware of all things 
and that she tended to "borrow trouble". The worker 
also felt that the home stresses moral training and 
discipline which may somewhat limit the free growth 
and self-expres~ion of the boys in this family. The 
agency recommended the adoption in the belief that 
Jack's best interest would be served through his 
adoption into this essentially normal, healthy, whole-
some family unit. 
Interpretation 
Jack's charm and social grace made him most acceptable 
for adoption. When in the presence of his sister his be-
havior was inhibited. He tended to concentrate his attention 
on marshalling her activities and thus he lost his spon-
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taniety while prejudicing her behavior. 
The decision to separate the two natural siblings in 
permanent placements was as significant for Jack as it was 
for Clara. It was apparently true that the relationship 
between these children was not so strong that their entire 
futures could be shaped around this single relationship, 
thus denying them the values of belonging to a family unit. 
Selection of the Hoods for Jack was made with normal 
apprehension since it was apparent that the Hoods might 
make some demands for accomplishment which would tax Jack's 
ability. His social ability and his awareness of his need 
for permanence were expected to help him meet the gross 
expectations of his adoptive parents. 
The place~ent of Jack demonstrates again that perfect 
children are not placed with perfect parents. Those chil-
dren who need placement are placed in the homes .where they 
will have the best chance of satisfying their basic needs. 
The use of the Hood home obviously involved risks of plac-
ing pressure on Jack to conform to high standards and to 
get along with the older brother. Such a risk must be 
taken in order that a child in Jack's position may not be 
denied, any longer than is necessary, a chance to belong. 
Case V 
Tony :.vrature was committed to state care just four 
months after his birth. At that time his real identity 
was not known because his mother had abandoned him on 
a doorstep. His mother was located and returned from 
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Virginia for prosecution. She was sentenced to the 
reformatory for abandoning Tony. Tony's mother was 
one of a large closely knit family. She was Catholic 
and Portuguese. She left school early in orc1er to 
work steadily. She married in 1932 at the age of 26. 
Her husband was described as dull, alcoholic, lazy, 
unstable, and promiscuous. Tony's parents' marriage 
produced a girl in 1944 and another in 19L~6. Because 
of the incompatible marriage, the mother returned to 
Rhode Island and to her family bringing the children 
with her. She then discovered her pregnancy with 
Tony whose birth was quite difficult. The mother then 
prepared to return to her husband but feared to take 
three cJ:lildren so she left the baby on the doorstep 
of some acquaintances, planning to cor:1e back foP him 
later. After serving her sentence, the mother returned 
again to Virginia and rejoined her husband. Follow-
ing the birth of another child, he deserted again. 
She never was able to make any plan for Tony and finally 
signed adoption release in February, 1952. The agency 
immediately began to seek the best permanent home for 
Tony. 
Immediately after commitrnent, Tony had been placed in 
a foster home with a Portuguese family. He responded 
well and developed fairly normally in this horne where 
he was loved. A pediatrician who exanined him in 
April, 1949 v1hen he was two years old would not c1eclare 
himself about Tony's adoptability. One month later a 
psychiatrist described him as "sad looking, upset, 
and not adoptable". Tony was obviously spoiled in 
November, 1950 when he had become a poor and finicky 
eater. His foster mother expressed a desire to acopt 
him. He was described as "aggressive and fresh" in 
May, 1951. In June, adoption was discussed with his 
foster parents and they decided that he should be placed 
with a younger couple. Ir1 July, '.Ccny 'fioi.::i ;::.e;a:L;, seon 
by a <~onsul tant psychiatrist who th::mght he was n a 
little shy, well-developed, likable, able to exrrc~::i 
:1i,nseli', n and his adoption was recommended. Tony was 
assigned to the regular adoptions worker in February, 
1952. 
Ti1e worker was apprehensive and skeptical about Tony 1 .s 
ehances for adoption because of his lin1ited intelli-
gence and the doubts of the consultants. The foster 
home gave reassurance that he was normal, well, and 
well-adjusted. The worker arranged for further psychia-
tric consultation and gained the opinion that he was 
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"not f;OOd material for adoption. He is attractive 
and needs dull parents". He scored an I.Q. of 80. 
The worker selected the home of Joe and Violat Beno 
for Tony. The Benos were both Italian Catholics and 
twenty-eight years old. They had been married only 
four yeers. They had each reached high school but 
seemed non-intellectual and would make little demands 
upon a child. They lived -nodestly in a third floor 
apartment in a tenement section. They were not specific 
about the child they wanted but felt that they would 
be taking a chance with adoption in the sa;ne way they 
would be taking a chance with their own child. They 
seemed simple and accepting people. They were a·rrbi tious 
and had recently begun a new business venture ~1ich 
was prospering. 
Tony met the Benos casually in the park and then 
travelled to their hor!le for refreshments. During this 
visit Tony spoke a great deal about "home, Mama, and 
Papa", which pronpted Violet to remark,· nEe's so 
attachedn. She later wondered nhetlli3r he was "too 
old". The next visit to their ho~e was more satisfy-
ing but ~1e Benos frightened Tony by asking him to 
stay over-night. They were discouraged but the worker 
was able to explain that his reaction was to be ex-
pected. They wer-e not afraid of the child but of t:1e 
process of weaning him from the foster hone. At a 
next visit, the Benos told Tony that his foster mother 
was ill and that he should stay over-night with them. 
He was willing to do this but was very concerned about 
hi~ foster mother. Tony's foster :-nether was satisfied 
with the new parents and was very cooperative in try-
ing to help Tony make this :nove. Violet told the 
worker that she didn't know whether she loved Tony. 
Worker suggested that maybe the plan should be given 
up. Violet ~aid Tony didn't give her a chance to 
love him. The worker talked with her about beL1g 
demonstrative and she said, "I'm not mushy". Worker 
explained that Tony needed to see affection. Tony 
began to distinguish between "Papa and Mama" (his 
foster parents) and "Mommy and Daddy" (his adoptive 
parents). Relaxed and happy, he remained in the new 
~ome from October 22, 1952 
"Nhen visited soon after his placement, Tony informed 
the worker, "My name is Tony Beno now. Mature has 
gone away". In January, he was happy and in a warm 
situation with Violet. He spoke more clearly and was 
preparing to start school. Tony and his new parents 
57 
seemed very happy together and pleased with the world. 
In June, Tony was able to speak very casually about 
his former horne. He was attending kindergarten and 
had learned something about fighting for himself. 
He was especially fond of his new Daddy and both 
Violet and Joe were delighted and spoke of the end 
of the probationary period. 
Interpretation 
The cas~work process for Tony Mature involved using 
the agency's conviction that every child is adoptable for 
whom parents can be found. The worker required confidence 
that Tony could meet the expectations of his adopting 
parents and thereby be assured of the security of belonging 
to them. 
Tony's borderline intelligence was the chief threat 
to his adoption place~ent, but the worker was able to 
select applicants who were ready to love and protect Tony 
without making r.1any demands upon him. All of the criteria 
for effective matching were satisfied in this selection. 
The problem of attachment to his foster home was 
handled with the full cooperation of his foster mother in 
helping Tony to move to a new ho1:1e. The worker was called 
upon to help Violet expre.ss her feelings for Tony so 
that he could respond to them. The worker also helped the 
Benes to move toward placement at Tony's pace, thereby 
making the entire process !!lore comfortable for all. 
Case VI 
Ben Bond was born in March, 1947 and committed in 
December that year. He was Catholic of Irish and 
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English ancestry. He was admitted to the Children's 
Center for several months after his co~~itment and 
then was placed in boarding homes. His early adjust-
ment was not happy. He did a great deal of screaming 
which upset the households. 
In his second placement he improved during a two year 
period. He did not make friends readily. His phy-
sical development was quite satisfactory although he 
operated on a dull normal level of intelligence. In 
July, 1950, because he had been baptized Catholic, he 
was re~oved from the Protestant home where he had been 
living. In his new placement he came to live with 
his younger sister who had been co~mitted as a neg-
lected child at the age of two in February, 1950 when 
Ben was three years old. While Ben lived in this home, 
plans were ~ade for preparing these children for adop-
tion. His foster parents were ready to adopt his 
sister but not Ben. In March, 1951, Ben scored an 
I.Q,. of 83. 
Ben's legal father was a ruddy complexioned Protestant 
of English descent who was born in 1911. He had done 
his best to provide for his older children by placing 
them together in a boarding home. In 1947, the family 
consisted of a girl eleven, a girl nine, a boy three, 
and Ben. The fifth sibling, Susie, was born in 
December, 1949. All of the children were very attrac-
tive, and had adjusted well in the boarding home. 
Ben's legal father was in doubt about his paternity 
of Ben. He was sure that he was not Susie's natural 
father. He therefore was always quite willing to 
release these two children for adoption. 
Ben's mother was born in 1914. She was Catholic and 
of Irish descent. Nothing was known of her early 
childhood. She attended high school for a year or 
two. She married in 1936. During the 1940's Ben's 
mother began to show s~ptoms of mental illness. 
She was destructive and abusive to her neighbors. 
,She began to drink heavily and to stay out late at 
night. Sne was hospitalized at the State Hospital for 
Mental Diseases on several different occasions during 
the next few years. i"mile outside the hospital in 
1948 and 1949 she conceived and bore Ben's sister 
Susie. This child was the offspring of a boy friend 
of the mother with whom she lived and who had main-
tained a continuing interest in her. Re-adr:1i tted to 
the hospital, she became quite over-active, was 
assaultive and deluded. Later, when she impPoved, 
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she was reluctant to sign releases for adoption be-
cause of her hope for a re-established home. In the 
spring of 1952,- she consented to release both of her 
younger children for adoption. 
Ben was assigned to the adoptions worker in March, 
1952. She found that Ben tended to live in the 
shadow of his younger sister who was very attractive. 
He was very subdued and retiring, answering most ques-
tions with whispered monosyllables. Legal adoption 
clearance from his mother was received at this time 
and the worker began the preparation for adoption 
placement. He did not participate very actively in 
the planning but seemed to follow the discussion · 
carried on with his sister. He showed little appre-
hension about taking on new relationsbips with a 
father and a mother of hiw own. He seemed pleased 
with the prospect. 
The worker selected Arthur and Dorothy Spring as adop-
tive parents for Ben and his sister Susie. Arthur 
was thirty years old and a petty officer in the Navy 
with ten years service. The oldest of five children, 
he graduated from high school, went to work, and 
studied navigation in night school. He had recently 
purchased a home through the GI bill. Dorothy was 
thirty-two and unemployed when the worker contacted 
her. She was of Scandanavian descent and had blond 
hair and blue eyes. She seemed quite shy. She had 
attended high school and later was e!;J.ployed as a hair-
dresser. She knew Arthur for s o:ne ti·:1e before their 
marriage. She converted to Catholicism before her 
marriage. She gave the impression of warmth and a 
real desire to have children. The Springs wanted 
average children. They did not have fixed ideas about 
t~e degree of education their children should attain. 
They were unconcerned about nationalities but felt 
that they should be given blond children because of 
their fair complexions. Arthur wished for a child 
up to four because he hoped that the chil~ could grow 
up as though he had been theirs. He wondered whether 
a six-year-old could come to feel that way. They felt 
that environment was more important than heredity and 
that knowledge of the child's background was not 
particularly important • 
.Ben and Susie were introduced to the Springs casually 
in the park. They were liked by the Springs and a 
visit was planned after a delay caused by a necessary 
trip. On July 9, 1952, the children visited the 
Spring's home. The Springs were still referred to 
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as "the worker's friends". Ben was very subdued 
and finally broke into tears and asked to be taken 
to his foster home. 3e was told about their being 
"the new parents" and h'e seemed .cJore cent ent. After 
a happy week-end visit the children were placed in 
the Spring ho~e. Susie continued to be in the lime-
light, but Arthur gave Ben a lot of time and attention. 
Ben was eneuretic for a while after his placement but 
this behavior has ceased. Arthur was not p:!.eased with 
the early diff'iculties that these children experienced 
soon after cor.'ling into their new ho!"le. He came to 
love them durinG the probationary period. Because of 
Arthur's promotion and the likelihood of his re-
assig~ment the adoption of these children was recom-
mended just nine mor1ths after placement. 
Intercretatian 
Een was closely attached to his sister and there was 
no need to separate t~1em al t:-:ough Ben regulm•ly as swned 
a retiring and subdued attitude. His limited intelligence 
inc.icated the need for accepting parents who would not 
make great de~ands upon him. 
The ~ork of selection of the proper home for a child 
requires all of tl1e skills 8.nd knowledge avaiJ able. The 
total needs of the child must be weighed opposite t11e 
resources offerreci by the adoptive applicants. Intuitive 
assessment must be made of the capacity of the adopters 
tc meet the neec:s as they are presented by the cl:..ild. 
Catee;orization of the intuitive c asevvork skills involved 
in the placement of Ben Bond would be ~ost difficult. The 
worker recognized a reaJonable chance for success in this 
venture and proceeded to set the plan in action with faith 
in the adopting adults' ability to handle the emotional 
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responses in themselves and in their children whieh would 
be handled by natural parents without casework services. 
Ben was helped to understand his role in adoption 
placer:1ent through the worker's patient explanations directed 
toward his siste~. Much of the worker's effort was aimed 
at helping Ben and the Springs to move toware placement 
at the same speed. 
Case VII 
Nancy was conc1i tted to state care in the autumn of 
1951 after having spent the first six years of her 
life in an institution where she was left as a 
baby by her mother who never made any plan for her. 
Nancy's mother was of Irish descent. She had been 
married and divorced three times. She was the mother 
of three other children one of whom wvs born out of 
wedlock as was Nancy. At the time of commitment 
Nancy's mother stated that she had thought that Nancy 
had already been adopted. She was quite willing to 
give release and did so. She refused to give any 
information about Nancy's natural father. Nancy's 
mother had attended high school. She tried to pro-
vide for her two older children. 
Nancy was grief stricken at the time of her commitment. 
She was a very attractive blond, blue-eyed girl with 
very fair skin and rosy cheeks. She tn.ingled quickly 
at the Children's Center which was not too different 
from the only home she had ever known. She called 
her social worker "Mother" and reported that her father 
was dead. In June, 1952, she was liking the CD.ildren's 
Center and did not want to leave. ~¥hen tested before 
her com.rni tment she scored an I .Q,. of 70. In :·ray, 1952, 
she scored a 77. In June, a Rorschach exa~ination 
pointed out that Nancy felt inferior and insecure. 
Her limited intellectual functioning was also evident. 
During the sa~e month a consultant psychiatrist said, 
"Get her into an adoptive home". Following a treat-
~ent conference Nancy was assigned to the adoptions 
worker. 
The worker began a series of weekly visits with Nancy 
in August. When the worker sought to establish a 
working relationship with Nancy she was completely 
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thwarted.. The worker gave Nancy an interpretation of 
her need for a permanent home by giving this informa-
tion while Nancy was secure in t~1e company of a con-
temporary friend who had a similar need for placement. 
\!'Then the worker was convinced that Nancy would not 
form a useful relationship with her, the worker looked 
for a substitute person who could give the same kind 
of loving support in the desired movement. One of 
the agency's secretaries had such a relationship with 
Nancy and was able to use this in a most significant 
way. Nancy was thus prepared for adoption home place-
ment. 
The Smiths applied to the agency in response to a 
newspaper article written by the adoptions worker 
which described the plight of the older child who 
needed an appropriate adoptive home which could not 
be found for him. The Smiths were Irish Catholics, 
forty-two years old, had been married sixteen years 
without having children. Harry was a medical specialist 
and had a fairly prosperous practice. He was the sixth 
of seven children most of whom are novv professional. 
Flo was the second of eight children. She progressed 
through high school and was later employed in interior 
decorating. They would accept a child who had been 
damaged by institutionalization for a long period. 
They would trust the agency in regard to placing a 
child with pathology in his background. They would 
accept a child with dull normal intelligence. They 
believed that parents should guide and not lead. 
Harry was calm, confident, relaxed and possessed, 5G~ 
and of a fine sense of humor. Flo was charming, viva-
cious, and magnetic. 
The Smiths were introduced to Nancy at the Center 
and they were irnrr..ediately enthusiastic. Nancy visited 
the Smiths' home and soon told the worker to mind her 
own business while Nancy was sitting on the adoptive 
mother's lap. Nancy was placed within a very few days 
and her subsequent adjustment was very successful. 
Her parents were delighted. She was at first quite 
ambivalent about leaving the Center but she soon be-
came very content. She made startling progress in 
school and was delighted to be able to please her 
parents. 
Interpretation 
Nancy's limited intelligence was a potential barrier 
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to her adoption, but this barrier did not seem so important 
as her reluctance to move out from the institution where 
she was quite well adjusted. Much of the theory about 
the development of personality is challenged by this adop-
tion placement. Nancy's earliest experiences were entirely 
institutional and devoid of the parental relationships 
thought necessary for healthy development. This child was 
placed for adoption in the belief that warm, intuitive 
parents and her own adaptability would allow her to adjust 
to parents even though her early life was quite deprived. 
The selection of Nancy's parents involved a search 
for unusually acceptint; and flexible people who could give 
love to this little girl without being assured of love in 
return. The Smiths seemed of superior intelligence whicl1 
was in contradistinction to Nancy's limited intellectual 
functioni.ng. While well aware of Nancy's retardation, 
the Smiths were eager to take her as their daughter. 
During the six months since her placement, Nancy has seemed 
to prosper in her new home. 
The casework with Nancy demonstrates that there can 
be no strict use of rules of procedure while working with 
children. In order to get a message through to Nancy, the 
worker saw her in company with another little girl who 
could use the same message. The worker's inability to help 
Nancy in forming a relationship with the wcrker eid not 
impede the casework process. The use of the substitute 
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adult with a ws.rm relationship was a good example of the 
kind of skilled and intuitive functionint; which is neces-
sary in casework with children where adoption of an older 
child is the goal. 
Case VIII 
Frank Carbone was born July 2, 19L~7 and committed to 
state care eight days later. His twenty-three year 
old Italian father had a long record of asocial be-
havior. Frank's father failed to support the family, 
drank heavily, and had been arrested for embezzle-
ment, larceny, etc.. He was in prison at the time of 
Frank's commitment. He required many years of deliberat-
ing before he came to· the decision to release Frank 
for adoption. Frank's mother was mentally retarded. 
Eer early life in a Portuguese family was very unhappy. 
She became hostile toward social agencies. Her rela-
tionship with Frank's father produced three children, 
the first having been born before their marriage. 
By 19.~6, they had deserted their two older children. 
Their marriage was unhappy and unsuccessful and ended 
in divorce in 1948. The ~other remarried in 1948 
and left the state. She returned in 1952 and renewed 
her interest in her children. She is presently pro-
viding a ho~e for her eldest son. 
Frank was placed in a succession of foster hot:J.es in 
which he developed slowly. He was described as an 
unattractive child. His last place~ent was a fortunate 
one and he improved cnarkecly. After four years of 
affection and security, he seemed a healthy, happy 
little boy with a winning smile. Frailk was transferred 
to the adoptions worker in May, 1952. At that time 
he was described as a "very appealing little boy with 
dark hair, brown eyes, olive skin, and a talkative 
manner. He ·is easy to relate to". 
Psychiatric evaluation for adoption indicated t!1at 
Frank was ~an alert little boy who is somewhat color-
less. His acjustment is excellent an(1 there are no 
countel' indications for adoption". In July, 1950, 
he scored an I.Q. of Co. In October, 1952, he scored 
91. ~:lis ado:.;:.tion releases were obtained in January, 
1953. 
The worker selected Louis and Anna Ravell as the best 
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available adoptive parents for Frank. Lollis was a 
thirty-seven year old carpenter of Italian descent. 
He left high school to work but felt that schooling 
was very valuable. He was physically husky and rather 
swarthy. His fa~ily was always easy going and happy. 
~-Ie was the only one of nine children who dicJ not i1ave 
his own far:1ily. Anna was attractive, ple&sant, and 
rather stout, with li;;ht brown hair. She seerned calm 
and simple. She narr>ied in 1940 and was pregnant 
twice. These pregnancies were very difficult and ended 
in ::1iscarriages. 3oth Louis and Anna recoc:;nized that 
an adopted child would have problens in adjusting. 
They felt that love and sympathetic under;:.tandine; would 
be of benefit to such a child. They wanted a child 
of four or five. They were not very concerned about 
the child's background, but they preferred a boy of 
Italian descent. They felt that a child's environ-
ment was more important than his bac'c~t;round. Their• 
marital relationship seemed exccl16r.t and a child. 
::o·<ld 1Je expected to gain much security from living 
with. their good grace and reasonableness. 
Frank was restrained and subdued '..vhen introduced to 
the Ravells. They were pleased with him and suggested 
a ride. Frank quickly moved toward Louis. anna was 
very pleased because of Louis' evident pleasure. The 
Ravells then suge:;ested that they go after Frank alone. 
Frank was not ready for this, but the worker was able 
to report that Frank and she would visit the Ravells 
together. On the planned visit Franl{ was eager to 
see Louis and Anna. 'fhe worker said that tl.Ley would 
be glad to see him because "they don't hs.vo any kidsn. 
FrarL"k asked, "~r'hy don't they go to t~lE; .state and ;;et 
one'?n The worker answ,sred that s:1e thot.t0~lt they would 
like to do so. After a visit he was not yet rea~y to 
belong to them, but declared his eesire to do so on 
the next day. The worker said, "If you like it there, 
they'd like to have you stay and they'd be your :~.:omr:1y 
and Daddy". Frank moved hi>:nself :L1to ti:w Ravcll ho:ne 
on the next day, May 25, 1953. Subsequently, he 
changed his name to Frank Ravell. His new fat:her and 
'nether were delighted and Frank seemed very pleased 
and content after one month. 
Interuretation 
The social pathology in Frank's background was never 
allowed to play a part in this adoption placement. rlis 
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intellectual limitation was the chief barrier to adoption 
but this was not considered a very sibnificant detriment. 
Frank was usually rather out-going and there was no particular 
concern about his ability to form new relationships. 
The selection of the Ravells was ~nade 0~1 t~~e basis of 
their apparent sympathetic understanding of t~1e needs of 
a deprived child and their confidence in their ability 
to help him throu.;;h loving him. The matc!1ing process in 
this case is an exa~1ple which uses all of the criteria 
' 
for selection in a positive way. (See pages }1 - 34~· J 
This casework process again used the strength provided 
by a warm, secure foster home. It also demonstrated that 
with s.killed control of the timing of the inc}i vicuals con-
earned, t~e placement itself could be made reasonably 
comfortable in spite of the anxiety '\Yhich each of the 
involved parties had about the success of the venture. 
CHAPTER V 
SU:';l!'.illRY AND CONCLUSION 
This study involves familiarization with adoptions 
of 11 older" children and a knowledge of ac1option procedure 
in general. The study further involves looking for signi-
ficant differebces in adoption practices with older chil-
dren because of their more developed personalities. It 
sought answers to these questions: 
1) How does the individual personality of the 
older child affect the aeoption process? 
2) What considerations are necessary in matching 
the older child with the most suitable parents? 
3) How can the older child be helped to become ready 
for ac_option~ 
The already formed personality of the older child 
affects t:ne adoption placement in a variety of ways. '.rhe 
older child may take an active part in his own place~ent. 
The older child ~ay have been badly damaged but may use 
an adoption home as a part of treatment. Knowledge about 
intellectual potential may influence the choice of home 
for the older child. The older child will have to come 
to grips with his conflicts about rejection by his natural 
parents before he can enter into new relationships with 
new parents. The older child brings more life experiences 
to his place~ent and therefore presents more of a threat 
to the adopting parents. Parents adopting an older child 
will not be able to totally possess him in the same way 
--- -------
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that they might possess an infant. 
Matching children and parents presents a different 
problem with the older child. Many >.nore specific things 
are known about the personalities of the older children. 
Perfect natching is impossible and, therefore, adopters 
of the older child will require greater flexibility in 
making specifications. Older children available must be 
accepted "as is" because of ·their greater degree of de-
velopment. 
The older child can be helped to become ready for 
adoption through t:i:1e provision of a casework relationship 
which will give him support and provide the agency with 
knowledge and understanding of the child's unique person-
ality. The casework relationship can evaluate the child's 
needs and be useful in finding means to meet these needs 
by calling upon such ancillary resources as psychological 
consultation, health services, boarding home placement, 
and other varied facilities available in the community. 
The c!lild placing agency must continue to use all of 
its diagnostic resources in studying its older children. 
The agency must communicate with its constituents in 
order to spread the knowledge of its needs in regard to 
finding available homes for its available children. The 
agency must campaign for legislation whi·ch would free for 
adoption children w-hose parents are unwilling or unable 
to make permanent plans for them. The child placing agency 
must remain ever alert to recognize in its population those 
children whose needs· may be best served through placement 
in a permanent family unit. 
flZ1_~r~~ 
Richard K. Conant·' 
Dean 
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Case Schedule A Natural Parents 
Name Color Religion Nationality 
Living or Deceased 
Birthdate Place 
Present address 
Physical characteristics 
General adjustment 
School experience 
Occupation experience 
Age at time of child's com~it­
~nent 
Address at time of child's 
birth 
Intelligence 
Asocial behavior 
Habits 
Health - Physical and Emotional Reputation 
Recreational interests Special skills or abilities 
Family background 
Original home environment Relationship with parents 
Relationship with siblings 
Adjustment of original fa~lly members to cor1munity 
Relationship with child's other parent 
Length of acquaintance Marriage - Time and place 
Relative strength of relationship at present time. 
C~1ildren including Child 
Name Birthdate Place Adjustment to parents, each other, 
school, COI'!ltnunity, discipline, etc. 
I~portance of relationship with Child 
Attitude toward Child - Interest and concern 
Proeress toward decision to release for adoption 
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Case Schedule B Child 
Name Color Religion Nationality Legal status 
Birthcate Place Age at co~mitment 
Type of commitment and date Age at time of adoption plan 
Intelligence scores and dates Age at time of placement 
Physical characteristics 
General Adjustment prior to adoption plan 
To immediate social environment 
To community 
To school 
To church 
To physical health 
Important difficulties, if any: 
Emotional character make-up: 
Individual differences - Uniqueness 
Special abilities - Disabilities 
I 
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Case Schedule C Adoptive Parents 
Name Color Religion Nationality 
Birthdate ?lace Age at time of application and now 
Residence 
Physical characteristics 
Degress of schooling 
Kind of occupational 
experience 
Health and physical ability 
Tolerance of ill health in self 
Reputation 
Recreational interests 
Special skills and abilities 
Employment address 
Intelligence 
Expectation for child 
Expectation for child 
Expectation for child 
" " 
If 
Expectation for cr:ild 
Family background of relationships 
To parents and siblings 
Stability - How have difficulties a nd reverses been dealt 
with in the past? 
Attitude toward child - Interest and concern about special 
characteristics. What are the special attributes looked 
for? 
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Case Schedule D Adoption Process, Agency 
Natural Parents 
Progress ~award release for adoption. 
Estimate of degree of involvement with child - Has 
the relationship ended? Has parent given child 
and agency all of the strength and knowledge which 
is available? 
Child 
Strength of relationship to former family constel-
lation. Is the child ready to "release" his former 
parents in taking on a new mother and a new father'? 
Does he understand, as much as possible at his level, 
t'~1e nature of the change taking place in his life? 
Readiness to move to new ho~e and fanily. 
Ciwracteristics that require considerfJtion: 
Age Color Reli~ion IntelliGence Netionality 
General appearance Physical and I>10tional 
i:lGalth 
Eackt;ro,_:md pathology 
Skills Abilities Interests 
Individual differences - Uniqueness 
Ad.opti ve Parents 
Motives for adopting 
Readiness to adopt - Do they know what they want? 
Will this child fill their needs? 
Can they provide a stable, warm c:-:virl; ;...~.ta~ ... .i.t i.n 
which this child will be able to develop his own 
79 
personality with confioent and loving examples? 
Are the characteristics of the child and of the 
adoptive parents so compatible t~nat they w:I.ll have 
no serious tt stumbling block" to intee;ra t:i.on'i 
Characteristics that require consideration: 
Age Color Religion I::1telligence 
.Nationality General appearance 
Physical and emotional health 
Flexibility Skills Abilities Interests 
Agency 
=-rave we com:9leted the procedures that will allow 
us to certify this child as adopt&ble? Can we 
present tl1ls child with CO!:tplete conviction that 
adopting parents are taking no unreasonaule risks': 
I .s this fa:ni ly a "fit and m~oper" one for this 
. -
child'i 
How shall we make the "comins together" easiAst? 
